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REMARKS 

Office action summary 

Claims 1-7 and 9-25 are pending in the present application. Claims 1,19, and 23 are 
presently amended. Claims 24-25 are presently canceled. No claims are presently added. Thus, 
following entry of the present amendments, claims 1-7 and 9-23 will be pending. As of the 
office action of 12/9/2008 ("Office Action"), the status of the claims is as follows: 

• Claims 1-7, 9, and 12-18 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ogawa et al, US Patent Application Publication 2001/0023404 
("Ogawa"), in view of McMillan et al, US Patent 5,797,134 ("McMillan"). 

• Claim 19 stands rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ogawa. 

• Claims 10-11 and 20-22 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ogawa in view of McMillan, and further in view of Greco et al, 
US Patent 5,809,478 ("Greco"). 

• Claims 23-25 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ogawa in view of Greco. 

The present amendments are submitted together with a request for continued 
examination. The rejections and amendments are discussed below. The examiner is respectfully 
urged to reconsider the application and withdraw the rejections. Should the examiner have any 
questions or concerns that might be efficiently resolved by way of a telephonic interview, the 
examiner is invited to call applicants' undersigned representative, Jon M. Isaacson, at 206-332- 
1102 . 

Claim amendments 

Without conceding the propriety of the rejections made in the Office Action, and in an 
effort to expedite prosecution, applicants presently amend claims 1,19, and 23. Each of claims 
1,19, and 23 recite an external rules management system which is configured to update an 
assumption set and send the updated assumption set to a computer system without interrupting 
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the ability of the computer system to interact with customers. As taught by applicants' 
specification, an external rules management system provides at least the benefit of being able to 
update to an assumption set and test the updated assumption set for compatibility prior to 
implementing the updated assumption set. (Specification, paras. 0031-0032.) Further, while the 
external rules management system updates and tests an assumption set, a computer system may 
continue to provide quotes to customers using the assumption set so that there is no interruption 
in customer access to the computer system. (Id.) 

Rejections under 35 USC § 103(a) 

Claims 1, 19, and 23 are presently amended to recite an external rules management 
system, as discussed above. Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1,19, and 23 are 
patentably defined over the cited art for at least the reason that the cited portions of the cited art 
fail to teach or suggest an external rules management system, as recited by claims 1,19, and 23. 

Regarding an external rules management system, canceled claim 24 previously recited 
an external rules management system similar to the recitations in amended claims 1,19, and 23. 
The examiner cited to the following portions of Greco as teaching the recitation of claim 24: 
"77ze information interface of the mainframe computer then automatically updates the case file 
with the retrieved information, and the work flow manager then directs the case file back to the 
risk assessment process." (Greco, col. 3 line 66 - col. 4 line 3; emphasis added.) The examiner 
characterizes this portion of Greco as disclosing "an information interface of a mainframe that 
updates information." (Office Action, page 8.) Thus, as described by Greco, and as conceded by 
the examiner, Greco's information interface is a part of the mainframe computer. In contrast, the 
external rules management system recited by claims 1,19, and 23 of is not part of the recited 
computer system. For example, claim 1 indicates that the two systems are distinct by reciting, in 
part, "receiving at said copmuter system an updated assumption set from an external rules 
management system." In addition, claim 1 indicates that the two systems operate in parallel by 
reciting, in part, "said computer system is configured to implement said updated assumptions set 
[received from the external rules management system] in place of said assumption set without 
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interrupting the ability of the computer system to provide pricing information to said customer." 
Applicants respectfully submit that the cited portions of the other two references cited against 
these claims, Ogawa an McMillan, fail to teach or suggest an external rules management system, 
and they are not cited for that purpose. 

For at least the foregoing reasons applicants submit that claims 1,19, and 23 are 
patentably defined over the cited art. Accordingly, applicants respectfully request withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 1,19, and 23 under 35 USC § 103(a). 

Claims 2-7, 9-18, and 20-22 depend, directly or indirectly, from claims 1 and 19. 
Inasmuch as claims 2-7, 9-18, and 20-22 depend from independent claims which are patentably 
defined over the cited art, applicants submit that claims 2-7, 9-18, and 20-22 are patentably 
defined over the cited art. Accordingly, applicants respectfully request withdrawal of the 
rejection of claims 2-7, 9-18, and 20-22 under 35 USC § 103(a). 

Conclusion 

Applicants believe that the present remarks are responsive to each of the points raised by 
the examiner in the Office Action, and submit that claims 1-7 and 9-23 of the application are in 
condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and passage to issue of the application at the 
examiner's earliest convenience is earnestly solicited. 

Date: March 9, 2009 

/Jon M. Isaacson/ 

Jon M. Isaacson 
Registration No. 60,436 

Woodcock Washburn LLP 
Cira Centre 

2929 Arch Street, 12th Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19104-2891 
Telephone: (215)568-3100 
Facsimile: (215) 568-3439 
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